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IIL Jh ExpUnatim of the (Rule for the findin$ of 
Eafter. ft a Uttn ffmtk1{iymnd Mr J. Jack- 
man to T>r Hans Sloanc, S. Q(. S. 

HAving met witn feveral Eitplanations of the Rule for 
Eapr in omCommffn^Prdjer-Bf^ok, and -two publifti'd 
among the TrattfaSimi of the Royd Society, but none right 
and fufficient 5 and having undoubtedly colleaed the ^rue 
fenfe of the fame, by comparing the faid Rule and the Ta- 
ble for Eajkr in the Common ^r^ir-BdoktogQthQTy I have 
been perl waded to communicate it to you* in ordei^ to be 
inferted ( if you think fit) in the next PhthfopbicalTranf' 
*^tons, as here follows. 
The Rule is thus worded, vit. 

Ea^LQT'd&y if almys th frfl Sunday afier thejirfifitll 
Moon, which happeHf next after the one and tn>emieth 
day of Marchi :And if the full Moon happnt upon < 
Sunday, Eafter-day k the Sunday after. 
For the right underftanding of which it is 

fufficient to obferve, 
t. That the full Moon meant is the 14th day of the 
Moon, according to the ftalendar in the Commojt' 
Prayer-Book. ( which niay be call'd the Church-Kalen- 
dar) counting that dsy of the Month for the firfl: of the 
Moon, which hath the Golden Number of the Year 
collateral to it in the firft column of the faid Kalendar. 
And 
2. That thefe words [ next after Mar. 2 j. Ij are meant 
inclufively, as if it had been faid £next after the com- 
mencement of Mar, 21. 3 fo that if the full Moon 
happens on M<tr, 9i, the fame «iuft ietfa^ Pafchal 
full Moon, Now 
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M0W3 in order to prove tbefe Obfcrvarions are botfi 
'.yight, a'nd fuiicicnt for ^' the onderftanding of the Role, i 
iiall only foppofe (what all Men of Seofe and Candour will, 
and all Maintainers of Rule muft^ allov? ) Tbat: if they are 
Hcceflary and fnflicient to reconcile the Rule with the au- 
theiitick Table to find Ea^er (from which Pradice never 
Taries) then are tliey right and fuiicient. Which being 
premifed, 

I. I prove that the fif(k Obfervation is neceflary to that 
end : Becanfe, if the Pafcal foil Moon be any day before 
or after the r4th of the Moon by the Chureh-Ealendar, then 
the Rule and the Tabl^ will clafh^ For i* If it be any day 
feefore, then as often as the laid I4tb of* the Pafchal Moon* 
is a Sunddf^ that very day^ at lateli, niaft be Eajkr^daj by 
the Rale, as being a Sunday after the fnll Moon therein 
meant : Whereas by the Table and Pra&ice it is not till 
the^Wisr^^ after that. Thus iSW^^^/5 Apr. i. this year 
C J 7^5- ) ^^s fbe 14th day of the Moon by the Church ^la- 
fcndar, and therefore muft have hmn Eajier^ day (or after) by 
the Rule, if the full Moon therein meant had been any day 
before the faid 14th of the Moon j whereas Bafier'-daf was 
Jprii B. by the Table, and accordingly obfervM. And this 
obliges us not to underfland the troe full Moon by the full 
Moon in the Rule, becaufe that happens about four days be- 
fore the 14th of the Moon by the Church-Kaleodar. s. If 
the full Moon meant in the Rule be any day after the'i4tli 
of the Pafchal Moon by the Church lalendar, then as of- 
ten as the faid J4th happens to be Sakirday^ and confequent* 
ly the full Moon meant in the Role to berhe Sunday fol- 
lowing at fooneft ( that being the very next day ) that 
Sunday cannot be Eajler-day by the Rule^ whereas by the 
Table and Pradice it is. Thus Saturday^ .SprU 4, ijo%. was 
the 14th day of the Moon by the Churcb-K-iien iar ^ ^tid, 
therefore if the full Moon meant in the R.ale,^ were m.-^ day 
after that, it muft have b^n on Smdaj u^pril k. at iQpierr, 
tonfequeotljF lijrnV 12 at fooneft. mult have hi:m . Fsjkr- day 
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by the Rule j whereas April 5. was Eafier-daj by the Tabic 
and Pradick : And this evinces the miftake of thofe, who 
make the isth day of the Moon to be the Full in the fenfe 
ot the Rule 5 as Dr Waffif, P&ilof. Tranf. 240. Mr Wright^ 
in his Pojifcript to his Short Vtew of Mr V^hx^XovCs Chronology , 
d»c. zndi thQ IntrodHBio ad Chromlogiam (Kepr'mted at Ox 
A.D. 1704.) p 37. 

2. I prove the fecond Obfervation neceflary to the fame 
end 5 becaufe a full Moon in the fenfe of the Rule, (viz. 
the 14th day of a Moon by the Church-Kalendar) often 
happens on March 21. and in that cafe the Smdaj following- 
is always E^er ^4/ by the Ttble and Pradkej whereas it 
muft be a month after -by the Riule, unleOr we undaftand 
thefe words, [next after MirrA 21.3 as I explain thenjo 
And this will be the cafe* next year (1706.) nor doth the 
proof of this point need the foppofition of the foregoing, 
(tho' that may now be fairly fuppofed, as being already 
prov^dO for^countyou the full JMoon how yeuwiOi March 
22, can mvQt he Edfter^da^ by the Rule, unlefs March 21. 
may be the Pafchal full Moon by the fame 5 and yet MarcB 
22. is Eajier^daj by the Table aiKi Praftice, 2.% often as the 
Golden Number is 16, and the Dominieal Letter D. 

I am aware that this 2d Obfervation may fcem to man j 
forcd and unnatural 5 and that, perhaps, riiight induce fome 
to count the 15th day of the Moon for the Full in the Rule^ 
and Mr Jhomian^ Phil of. Tranf. 297, to fubftitute March 2c« 
10 Leap»years for March 21. neither of which Hjpathfer^ 
however, do any ftrviee, all thiftgs confidefd. The for- 
mer indeed would Tacate my fecond Obfervation,(Mif?^cA 2t. 
never being the 1 5th day of the Moon by the Church-Ka- 
leiidar^ bat then it would make the Rule notorioufly irre- 
concilable with the Table and Praftice, as hath been already 
feen. And, as to Mr Tharnim$ Hjpfthtj^s^ i. The only 
colour for it (pi%. That at the time of the Council of Nice 
the PerndEpdmx was Marck 20* in Leap-years, and not 
March 21. m in Common years^ if , for any thing that I 
know^ more likely to be falfe than true, and doth by no^ 
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fneani follow irotm.tlfe Iiifcrcalttloo, ::.a.,lf., this;; Col oor^ 
w,§re true, If were m^^ gfett;a-ft«:efftO: hm§ ^^n : probably! 
rcgardM-i by tlhq Ciiorcb..^ V..g*. 'ThiS;-l^^#le/^ ^ more 

force ii"'poo ilie words. of the, -l^ule.tlian' mim. Aad, '-'laillf, 
i'f it were ■idiiiitteci,it. would tolvt thedifficokj^ only ,111 Leap- 
} ear$t ' ,. and ^,,. mf fecood .Obfervatioii woold ftill rmmm ^iie« 
reilaryj'heciioi'eth^ cafe ''happens as. well in. :.Comroon as m 
Lta.p-'years.5 whereof ^ we. ha ve^^aii Example in. f he next year 
(1706.) Nor will my iecoiici Obrer¥adon be much bog* 
gkd at by thofe that know and con&ler the inclnlive way 
of reckoning ufed by th^ R#^m^/, and' from tbem deriv a to 
al! tiie L^if/V/ Churches^ and particularly that oi England *y 
lor 'tis as proper to fay {^next after.Mirfr^ a i.] with the 
meaning I contend for, as to fay, Tertio {ante) CalmAas^ 
'Nanus vel Idui in the fenfe of the Raman Kalcndar,, or, as 
to fay (as our Church doth a littk aiter this Rule for Eafier) 
ihat Jfcenfon-day is forty days ak^tEaJier, intending Ea(ier- 
d^ itieii to be one ot thofe forty. ^ And *tis obtervable in 
liiis very Rule, that, after it had been faid, that Eajier daj/ is 
ahvays th@ firft *SWW^ after the full Moon, d^^. 'tis added, 
that if the full Moon happens on a Smdaj/^ Eafierdaj is the 
S:^^ii> at ter^ which had been a grofs Tautology, it by the 
firft Smdaj after the full Moon might not be uoderClood the 
day of the full Moon itfelf,w hen happening to bt6Wi^^^. And 
if the Smdaf of the full Moon may be fignified by the iirft 
&^i^ after the full Moon, then the full Moon of Marck 
21. may be fignified by the full Moon next alter M^r^^ 21. 
§• I prove that my twO: Obfervations are fufficient to recon- 
cile the Rule and the Table 5 becaufe I my fell have drawn 
up a Table to find £4^er for ever by the Rule underftood 
according to thofe Obfervations^ and in the plain and ob- 
vious fence in all other refpeds, and, upon comparing, have 
found ittoagree in evei^ particular with the Table for the 
fame purpofe in the Common Prayer Book 5 and any body 
elfe may make the fame tryal : which method, if others 
had taken to examine their Explications of the Rule hy^th^y 
muft have difcovered their miftakes. 
StQnel eigh-koufe^ OU. 1 3* 1705* III. FaH 



